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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment received on 5/7/07. Claims 1-3, and 
12-18 were amended. Claims 19-26, 32, and 38-49 were previously canceled. No other 
claims were added or canceled. Accordingly, claims 1-18, 27-31 and 33-37 are 
pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 1 recites the limitation "said web site" in line 6 and 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 1-18, 27-31 and 33-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Papadopoulos et al (SUPN: 6,282,454) further in view of Haverstock 
etal (USPN: 6,401,131). 

As to claim 1, Papadopoulos teaches a system for providing information 
regarding the operation of a control system comprising a web server module (30, Fig 2) 
associated with said control system (32, Fig 2, programmable logic controller is a 
control system) said web server module having a memory operative to store a non- 
markup language web site database that may be used to dynamically generate a 
website, wherein the web site may be provided by the web server module to provide 
information regarding the operation of the control system (col 4, lines 36-65) and a 
computer operative to receive non-markup language configuration data defining said 
website to store said configuration data as said non-markup language we site database, 
and to transmit said non-markup language web site database to said web server 
module (col 3, lines 48-60, col 4, lines 1-35). 

However, Papadopoulos does not explicitly indicate that the data defines 
attributes of said web site. Haverstock et al teaches a system and method for viewing 
production information and generating web pages in which a web server opens a 
template file related to the requested web page, creates hyperlinks and other 
information content by executing database references embedded within the template file 
to generate a markup language page and a web server module configuration application 
operative to create said non-markup language web site database and to transmit said 
database to said web server module in response to the request (col 10, lines 27-60). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Haverstock into those of Papadopoulos to 
make the system more efficient and customizable. Haverstock's disclosure would allow 
one to create and update the data records of an information database in response to 
user manipulation of the GUI. 

As to claims 2 and 3, Papadopoulos teaches the system wherein said wbe server 
module is operative to receive a request for a web page of said web site and to 
dynamically generate a markup language web page from said web site database in 
response to said request and transmit the translated data to the client (col 4, lines 1-5). 

As to claim 4, Papadopoulos teaches the web site database further comprising a 
security profile map defining security level and privilege information for one or more 
servers, and wherein said web server module is further operative to identify a user 
associated with said request and to determine if said user is authorized to receive said 
web page based upon an entry in said security profile map associated with said user 
(col 4, lines 11-21) 

As per claim 5, Papadopoulos teaches Web site database further comprises data 
defining a Web page comprising a table for reading or writing the contents of a memory 
register contained within said control system (Col. 5, L20-29., web site contains tables 
for reading/writing data retrieved from control system). 

As per claim 6, Papadopoulos teaches the system of claim 2, wherein said Web 
site database further comprises data defining a Web page comprising a non-text 
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rendering of read or write data corresponding to contents of a contained within said 
control system (Col 6, Lines 5-10, Lines 17-26) 

As per claims 7-8,Papadopoulos teaches said request comprises a request for 
said Web page comprising a table and non-text rendering, and wherein said Web server 
module is operative to identify said memory register, to determine the contents of said 
memory register, and to create said Web page comprising a table containing said 
contents of said memory register (Col. 8, Lines 40- 44., upon receiving a request from a 
client, web server retrieves PLC data from control system to store in its table and 
dynamically create a web page to send to the client device). 

As per claim 9 Papadopoulos teaches said Web server module is electrically 
connected to said control system controller through a backplane interface (col. 4, lines 
21-24). 

As per claim 12, Papadopoulos teaches said request comprises a hyper-text 
transport protocol request and wherein said request is received from a Web browser 
executing on said remote computer (Col. 4, Lines 1-5). 

As per claims 13-14, Papadopoulos teaches said dynamically generated markup 
Language Web page comprises a Web page identifying an alarm generated by said 
Web server module through the monitoring of data for said control system (Col. 10, 
Lines 1-7., client user can view the status event (e.g., alarm) of the control system via 
its browser software through the web site). 

As per claim 15, Papadopoulos teaches said Web server module further 
comprises an Ethernet interface for receiving said non-markup language (e.g., PLC 
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data) Web site database and said requests and wherein said dynamically generated 
markup language Web page may comprise a Web page providing information regarding 
the status of said Ethernet interface (Col. 4, Lines 55-58,' web server uses Ethernet 
interface for communications). 

As per claim 17, Papadopoulos teaches said dynamically generated markup 
language Web page comprises a Web page providing system administrator or specific 
user-allowed access that allows active browser session modification of said security 
profile privileges (Col. 4, Lines 1 1-21., user can update security parameters of the 
system as desired). 

As per claim 18 Papadopoulos teaches said Web server module is further 
operative to receive a plurality of said requests and wherein said dynamically generated 
markup language Web page may comprise a Web page identifying a like plurality of 
users connected to said Web server module and associated with said plurality of 
requests (Col. 3, Line 66 - col. 4, line 5., web site processes plurality of requests from 
plurality of users as required). 

Claims 19-15, 17-21, 24-42 contain similar limitations as the above mentioned 
claims and are thus rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 10, 11, 16, 22, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Papadopoulos and Jammes in view of Sharood et al, 6,453,687 
(hereafter Sharood). 
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As per claims 10, 11, 16, 22 and 23, neither Papadopoulos nor Jammes show 
the Web server module being electrically connected to said control system controller 
through a serial or network interface. 

In an analogous art to the claimed invention, Sharood shows a module that is 
electrically connected to a control system controller through a serial or network interface 
(F2, E204 & E206, C5, L21-28). Hence, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the ad at the time of invention to modify and/or combine the teachings of 
Papadopoulos and Sharood by allowing a various communication channels (e.g., serial 
or network ports) to connect to the web server module to enhance the compatibility 
interfaces of the web server module with various devices. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asad M. Nawaz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3988. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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